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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 11-14, 16-17, 19, 23-25 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Bright in view of Bowers US (4537150) and Hoffer et al (US 
6190739). 

Bright discloses a hot-melt adhesive arrangement and glue application system 
that has a controller (60) operating a melting unit (30) which comprises wirelessly 
receiving information on at least one system condition (height in tank, color of adhesive, 
temperature or viscosity) into the controller and using the received information during 
the operation of the melting unit (page 8, line 18-page 9, line 10). 

Bright teaches operating a hot melt adhesive dispensing system (abstract) 
having a controller operating a melting unit (page 9, lines 3-6) which comprises 
receiving information from a (sensor) regarding the adhesive being dispensed, utilizing 
the information in the controller to set a system condition of the system and operating 
the system according to the condition (page 8, line 18 - page 9 line 10) 

Bright does not teach receiving the information from a machine readable element 
as required by claim 23. 
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However, it was well known in the art at the time the invention was made to use 
barcodes for accurately inputting data into a computer system to reduce the human 
error involved in manually inputting data as shown with Bowers (US 4537150). Bowers 
discloses using barcodes to measure volumes of liquids to input information into a 
computer (see abstract and col. 1 ,line 64- col. 2, line 2). Bowers teaches that the 
barcode can be indicative have volume, temperature, vessel identification (col. 9, line 
33-41). Bowers further states that the barcode can be placed on the vessel which is 
being monitored. 

Hoffer et al. discloses a process for spraying lacquers where the lacquer 
containers are labeled with information regarding the contents in order to establish and 
or verify an operation system condition (see col. 8, lines 56-62). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the process Bright et al. to use the barcodes as taught by 
Bowers or Hoffer et al. in order to identify the adhesive being used in the dispenser and 
adjust the parameters/ system conditions for the specific adhesive which can element 
human error. 

The information can be used to set an application temperature, an over 
temperature condition and establishing/verifying a setback temperature of the adhesive 
(page 9, lines 3-9) as required by claims 11-13. The information can be used to set a 
warning condition in the controller (page 8, lines 29- page 9, line 3) as required by claim 
14. The information from the barcode can be color or viscosity, which identifies the 
adhesive (page 9, lines 1-10 and Bowers) as required by claim 16. The barcode can be 
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used to monitor the height of the tank which will control the pump therefore determine 
the amount of adhesive in the unit (page 8, lines 18-26) as required by claim 17. The 
information is located on the container as taught by Bowers as required claim 19. 
The information is located on the hot melt adhesive as taught by Bowers as required by 
claim 24. 

The information can be received electronically and optically as required by 
claims 25 and 27. 

3. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bright in 
view of Bowers and Hoffer et al. as applied above. 

As to claim 26, it is well known in the art that a magnetic machine readable 
element is a known alternative to a barcode as evident by Hannigen et al. Hannigen et 
al. discloses that it is well known to use machine readable element such as a barcode to 
automatically input data. Hannigen et al. further shows that alternate forms of machine 
readable identification includes magnetic stripe, magnetic ink, optical and radio 
frequency. Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the process of Bright modified by Bowers 
and Hoffer et al. to include the use of a magnetic machine readable element because 
the substitution of one known element for another yields predictable results of 
automatically reading and inputting the data from the readable element. 
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4. Claims 11, 16, 18-19, and 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jackson Jr. in view of Bowers (US 4537150) and Hoffer et al. 

Jackson Jr. discloses a process for operating a hot melt adhesive system 
(abstract) having a controller operating a melting unit (heater) (col. 3, lines 9-13). 
Jackson Jr. discloses the use of a controller to control the temperature of the hot melt 
adhesive by manually Inputting the information (col. 3, line 66 - col. 4, line 15). 

Jackson Jr. does not teach wirelessly receiving information on at least one 
system condition into the controller from a machine readable element, and using 
information during the operation of the melting unit as required by claim 23. 

However, it was well known in the art at the time the invention was made to use 
barcodes for inputting data into a computer system to reduce the human error involved 
in manually inputting data as shown with Bowers (US 4537150). Bowers discloses using 
barcodes to measure volumes of liquids to input information into a computer (see 
abstract and col. 1 ,line 64- col. 2, line 2). Bowers teaches that the barcode can be 
indicative have volume, temperature, vessel identification (col. 9, line 33-41). Bowers 
further states that the barcode can be placed on the vessel which is being monitored, 
it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the process of Jackson Jr. to include the barcode of 
Bowers in order to prevent human error with manually inputting the process parameters. 

Hoffer et al. discloses a process for spraying lacquers where the lacquer 
containers are labeled with information regarding the contents in order to establish and 
or verify an operation system condition (see col. 8, lines 56-62). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the process Bright et al. to use the barcodes as taught by 
Bowers or Hoffer et al. in order to identify the adhesive being used in the dispenser and 
adjust the parameters/ system conditions for the specific adhesive which can element 
human error. 

The information is used to set a temperature of the adhesive rather than manually 
inputting the set point temperature as shown in (col. 3, line 60 - col. 4, line 15) as 
required by claim 11 . The information received can identify the type of adhesive as 
required by claim 16. The information is logged into a database (see Bowers) as 
required by claim 18. The barcode is located on the container holding the adhesive 
(Bowers) as required by claim 19. 

As shown by Bowers the information is received from the container holding the 
adhesive as required by claim 24. The information is received using a scanner (see 
Bowers col. 4, line 29-30) therefore the information in optically received as required by 
claim 25. 

5. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jackson 
Jr. in view of Bowers and Hoffer et al. as applied above and in further view of Fort (US 
5700322). 

The teachings of Jackson Jr. in view of Bowers and Hoffer et al. as applied to 
claim 23 are as stated above. However, the combined references fail to teach setting a 
flushing system condition using the machine readable element. 
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However, it was well known in the art at the time of the invention to use a 
manifold to connect to a hot melt adhesive dispenser in order to provide a flushing 
system which is used to prevent clogging of the dispense as taught by Fort. The 
flushing system is connected through a hose and a cleaning fluid is pumped form the 
system to the adhesive manifold through a control valve. It would have It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the Invention was made 
to modify the process of Jackson Jr. as modified above to include a flushing system by 
using a manifold in order to clean the dispenser between use to prevent clogging which 
can affect the performance of the dispenser. 

Fort further states that not all adhesives have the same flushing conditions such as 
plyurethane adhesives. Fort states it is difficult to flush polyurethane hot melt adhesives 
within a dispenser. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to use the Information on the barcode identifying the adhesive In the container as 
suggested by Hoffer et al. to set flushing conditions since Fort teaches that not all hot 
melt adhesives have the same flushing/ cleaning conditions. 

6. Claims 28-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jackson Jr. In view of Bowers and Hoffer et al. as applied to 23 above in further view of 
Droz (US 7012530) 

The teachings of Jackson Jr. in view of Bowers.and Hoffer et al. as applied to 
claim 23 are stated above. 
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Jackson Jr. and Bowers fail to teach receiving the information from an electronic 
chip as required by claim 29. 

Droz teaches an electronic label which is used to read information that identifies 
an object. Droz teaches that labels with electronic chips are replacing labels with bar 
codes in automatic manufacturing cycles and it allows identification of the object (col. 
1 .lines 32-40). Droz teaches that the info is read through a radio signal and can be read 
from a scanner. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
Invention was made to modify the process of Jackson Jr In view of Bowers to Include 
the use of a label having an electronic chip as taught by Droz. One would have been 
motivated to do so because both teach reading information from a label and Droz 
further teaches how bar codes are replaced with electronic chips because of the 
accuracy and ability to Identify and object in an automated manufacturing environment. 

As stated above the information is read through an antenna (radio signal) as 
required by claim 28. 

As stated in paragraph 6 above, it is obvious to place the label on the container of the 
adhesive as required by claim 30. The electronic chip can be read using a scanner as 
required by claim 31. As taught by Droz, in an automatic system the electronic chip Is 
read once the object in a proximity of the system as required by claim 32. 

Response to Arguments 
7. Applicant's arguments filed 3/2/2009 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The applicant argues the reference cited fails to teach providing information 
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on a machine readable element that identifies the adhesive material. However, the 
Examiner disagrees, the passage in Hoffer states "[i]t is advantageous for the small 
containers to carry a feature identifying their contents, e.g. a bar code which may be 
automatically read prior to opening the small container.. In a preferred manner, the 
bar code may also be used moreover to supply application data pertaining to the 
lacquer" (see col. 8, lines 55-56-58). This passage shows support for supplying a bar 
code which has information about the contents of the container so one will know what is 
inside without having to open the container as well as providing application data. The 
applicant's interpretation of the passage only teaching providing the application data i.e. 
system conditions is erroneous. The passage clearly states using a barcode to identify 
the contents of a container which is required by the claim. 

Conclusion 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CACHET I. SELLMAN whose telephone number is 
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(571 )272-0691 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 
7:00 - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Timothy Meeks can be reached on 571-272-1423. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Cachet I Sellman 
Examiner 
Art Unit 1792 

/C. I. S./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 1792 

/Timothy H Meeks/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1792 


